THE CASE AGAINST THE GUN INDUSTRY
I am easily upset when it comes to what I consider to be a "back-door approach" in the ever increasing attempt(s) to assail gun ownership in this so-called democracy of ours. Frivolous lawsuits.
Early in the settlement of the Nation gun ownership/possession was not an option. The need for firearms was a necessity for survival; for the purpose of feeding, clothing and protection. Throughout most of the nineteenth century virtually EVERY home in America had at least one (1) firearm. During those times every child knew what a gun was and how to safely use it. Firearm safety was taught at an early age but even then there was an occasional accident or sometimes an altercation or a suicide. It happened and so it is part of our history and heritage. Now that our population growth, industrialization, and urban sprawl has virtually eliminated the need to hunt for food and the pelts of animals for clothing it appears to me that some elements of our society want to disarm everyone (excepting the military and law enforcement, of course) and create something new. Utopia is a very nice concept but the wholesale disenfranchisement of the law-abiding populace will not do it.
To me, the most disconcerting idea is that if you can't justify, enact, and enforce enough laws to satisfy your goal(s) you CAN cause enough financial hardship and negative feelings by suing (and publicizing that suit) to make it hard to survive. I suppose that if you can't legislate your wishes or otherwise realize your beliefs it leaves litigation. Wonderful for lawyers, but what about all of the negative consequences? I don't profess to have all of the answers nor do I have even a single answer to either the gun issue or the tobacco issue. Both have been so deeply entrenched in our historical records and folklore that it seems a sacrilege to assail either, let alone both. I DO know that there are enough problems to attack without adding to the list. Why has nobody successfully sued the United States Department of Agriculture and/or their "Inspection Division?" With approximately five hundred (500) deaths each year attributed to "tainted" meat and/or poultry (i.e., Salmonella, E. coli, et al.) , I think it will be but a matter of time until some enterprising attorney attempts that.
So I vent my wrath and it is to no avail. The ravings of a single old man may mean little in this age of both computers and litigation. Who will sue whom next? It is anyone's guess and nobody really cares except the principals. Since I am NOT (currently) suing or being sued it is probably silly of me to even think about these things but I CANNOT HELP BUT CARE!! So, if anybody doesn't like MY position: SUE ME! Anyway, thank you for your fine journal.
Sincerely, Leonard McLaine

